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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: original application filed 09/1 1/2003. IDS 
filed 03/29/2004. 

2. Claims 1-18 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1, 5, 7, 11, 13, and 17 are 
independent claims. 

3. It is noted that the cross reference related to the application cited in the specification must 
be updated (i.e., update the relevant status, on page 1, line 5). Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section 122(b),by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2)a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
35l(a)shall have the effects for the purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2)ofsuch treaty in the English language; or " (Emphasis 
added.) 

5. Claims 5-6, 1 1-12, and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Rawat et al. (U.S. 6,662,340, filed 05/2002, as cited by Applicant's IDS, filed 
03/29/2004) 



Application/Control Number: 10/660,950 



Art Unit: 2176 



Page 3 



As to claim 5 

Rawat teaches a computer-implemented method of processing electronic forms (examines 
electronic documents; see Abstract), the method comprising: 

a. displaying a first electronic form (HTML form 100; col4, line 28 and see fig.l), 
the first electronic form comprising at least a first field (a plurality of fields; col.4, 
lines 28-29 and see figJ)^ when a first descriptor is associated with the first field 
(field labels 102, in which each label is spatially and visually related to it 
corresponding field; col4, lines 42-45 and see figA)\ 

b. determining first information entered in the first field on the first electronic form 
(see the filling form discussion beginning at coL4, line 30 and coLlO, lines IS- 
IS); and 

c. storing information for a user (the user profile is stored; coL5, lines 45-55) 
indicating that the first information was entered in a field associated with the first 
descriptor (mapping each identified form element to the correct user data be filled 
into each field; coL5, lines 52-56). 

As to claim 6 

Rawat teaches receiving information identifying a second electronic form (see fig.l and 
see the quick checkout form discussion beginning at colA, line 28 and col 5, lines 27-32)\ 
determining a set of descriptors (field labels, field names) associated with a set of fields 
(related to its corresponding field) included in the second electronic form (electronic 
forms), the set of descriptors including the first descriptor; and displaying the second 
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electronic form on a computer display such that the first information is displayed in the 
field of the second electronic form associated with the first descriptor (see fig^2). 
As to claim 11 

Refer to claim 5 above. Claim 1 1 is the same as claim 5, except claim 1 1 is a computer 
program product claim and claim 5 is a method claim. 
As to claim 12 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 6 above, and is similar rejected under the 
same rationale. 
As to claim 17 

Refer to claim 5 above. Claim 17 is the same as claim 5, except claim 17 is a system 
claim and claim 5 is a method claim (it is noted that a processor, an output device; and a 
memory are inherent to the system of Rawat), 
As to claim 18 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 6 above, and is similar rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this 
title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-4, 7-10, and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rawat et al. in view of Maxwell et al. (U.S. 6,589,290, filed 10/1999). 

As to claim 1 

a. Rawat teaches a computer-implemented method of processing electronic forms 
(see Abstract)^ the method comprising: 

(i) receiving information identifying a first electronic form (see fig. 1 and see 
the quick checkout form discussion beginning at coL4, line 28 and col 5, 
lines 27-32); 

(ii) determining a set of descriptors (field labels, field names) associated with 
a set of fields (fields) included in the first electronic form, the set of 
descriptors including a first descriptor associated with a first field (each 
label is spatially and visually related to it corresponding field) (coL4, 
lines 31-62); 

(iii) accessing user information comprising information identifying a set of 
identifiers stored for a user, the set of identifiers stored for the user 
including a first identifier corresponding to the first descriptor, wherein a 
first value is associated with the first identifier (coL5, line 52-col6, line 
22); 

(iv) displaying the first electronic form on a computer display such that the 
first value is displayed in the first field of the first electronic form (see 
fig J and the associated text); 
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(v) identifying at least a second descriptor associated with a field in the first 
electronic form (see fig J and accompanying text beginning at col4, line 
30) that does not have a corresponding identifier in the set of identifiers 
stored for the user; 

(vi) determining a second value entered in the field associated with the second 
descriptor (coL4, lines 43-62); and 

(vii) including an identifier corresponding to the second descriptor in the set of 
identifiers stored for the user, wherein the second value is associated with 
the identifier corresponding to the second descriptor (coL 7, lines 40-67). 

b. Rawat, however, does not specifically teach 'Hhe electronic form that does not 
have a corresponding identifier in the set of identifiers stored for the user.^^ 

c. Maxwell teaches the electronic form that does not have a corresponding identifier 
in the set of identifiers stored for the user (col 14, lines 29-61), 

d. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the feature fi:-orii Maxwell in the system of Rawat 
because it would have provided the capability for filling out electronic forms 
without the requirement of any prior mapping or examinations of the forms. 

As to claim 2 

Rawat teaches the set of descriptors associated with the set of fields included in the first 
electronic form include field names associated with the set of fields and the set of 
identifiers stored for the user comprise one or more field names associated with the set of 
fields (coL 4, lines 38-62), 



Application/Control Number: 10/660,950 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2176 

As to claim 3 

Refer to the discussion of claim 6 above for rejection. 
As to claim 4 

a. Rawat teaches determining a third value entered in the first field of the first 
electronic form that is different from the first value (see fig. 2), However, does not 
specifically teach "updating the user information such that the third value is 
associated with the first identifier. 

b. Maxwell teaches updating the user information such that the third value is 
associated with the first identifier (coll 5, lines 5- 56 and col 17, lines 1-18). 

c. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the feature firom Maxwell in the system of Rawat 
because it would have provided the capability for 

As to claim 7 

Refer to claim 1 above. Claim 7 is the same as claim 1, except claim 7 is a computer 
program product claim and claim 1 is a method claim. 
As to claim 8 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 2 above, and is similar rejected under the 
same rationale. 
As to claim 9 

Refer to the discussion of claim 6 above for rejection. 
As to claim 10 
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It includes the same limitations as in claim 4 above, and is similar rejected imder the 
same rationale. 
As to claim 13 

Refer to claim 1 above. Claim 13 is the same as claim 1, except claim 13 is a system 
claim and claim 1 is a method claim. Additionally, Rawat further teaches a 
communication network; a first computer; and a second computer (see fig. 3). 
As to claims 14-16 

They include the same limitations as in claims 2-4 above, and are similar rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not reUed upon is considered pertinent to appUcant's 
disclosure. 

Hitchcock et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,460,042 issued: Oct. 1, 2002 

Markus et al U.S. Patent No. 6,499,042 issued: Dec. 24, 2002 

DASWANI et al. U.S. Publication 2002/0023 108 Al Pub. Date: Feb. 21, 2002 
Malcohn et al. U.S. Publication 2002/0165877 Al Pub. Date: Nov. 7, 2002 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Maikhanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4093. The examiner can nomially be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00am - 5:30 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather Hemdon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. 



Application/Control Number: 10/660,950 
Art Unit: 2176 



Page 9 



The fax phone number for the organization where this apphcation or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Liformation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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